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HATTIE TRUAX GRAHAM 


“OcToRER 8 (legislative day, Ocroner 1), 1951.—Ordered to be printed 


—_—— 


Mr. McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the following 


REPORT 
[To accompany 8. 1949] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 1949) for the relief of Hattie Truax Graham, formerly Hattie 
Truax, having considered the same, reports favorably thereon, with- 
out amendment, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to provide for payment 
of the sum of $5,000 to Hattie Truax Graham (formerly Hattie Truax), 
of Cloverdale, Ind., in full settlement of all claims against the United 
States arising out of the death of her former husband, Ola Truax, 
which occurred as a result of a fire at the Evans Hall housing project, 
Evansville, Ind., which project was under the supervision and manage- 
ment of the National Housing Agency. 


STATEMENT 


In the Eighty-first Congress, a similar bill (S. 411) was introduced 
for the relief of the claimant. Subsequently, the Senate, by Senate 
Resolution 268, referred S. 411 to the Court of Claims for action in 
accordance with section 151 of the Judicial Code. (Sec. 1492 and 
2509 of title 28, United States Code, now supersede said section 151 
of the Judicial Code.) 

Acting pursuant to Senate Resolution 268, Eighty-first Congress, 
First Session, the Court of Claims considered this bill, made special 
findings of fact, formulated conclusions of law, and entered an order 
of the court, as follows: 
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(Court of Claims of the United States. No. Congressional 17857. Hattie Truar Graham, Formerly Hattie 
Truaz, v. The United States} 


ORDER 


This case comes before the Court on motion of the parties filed March 16, 1951, 
signed on behalf of the plaintiff by Lawrence J. Simmons, and on behalf of the 
defendant by Acting Assistant Attorney General Newell A, Clapp, reading as 
follows: 

‘‘Comes now the plaintiff, by its attorney, and defendant, by its Acting Assistant 
Attorney General, and respectfully move the Court to render a decision in this 
case in accordance with its opinion in the case of Maud M. Wright and Maxine 
Roberts, formerly Maxine Mills v. United States, Congressional 17850, decided 
March 6, 1951, and transmit this case to the Senate, in accordance with the Act 
of March 3, 1911, 36 Stat. 1087, as amended by the Act of June 25, 1948, 28 
U. 8. C. 1492, 2509.” 

It further appearing that on March 14, 1951, a stipulation was filed by the 
parties requesting that the facts therein agreed to be found by the Court; now, 
therefore, the Court adopts the stipulation with the affidavits appended thereto 
as its special findings of fact, and makes a conclusion of law, as follows: 


SPECIAL FINDINGS OF FACT 


1. On January 21, 1944, a fire occurred in dormitory No. 9 of the Evans Hall 
housing project, located in Evansville, Indiana. Ola Truax, a war worker and 
tenant in the dormitory, died on January 21, 1944, of burns sustained in the fire. 
Plaiytiff, Hattie Truax Graham, formerly Hattie Truax, was the wife of Ola 
Truax at the time of his death and is the person named in Senate Resolution 268, 
8Ist Congress, Ist Session, agreed to April 25, 1949, which reads: 

‘‘Resolved, That the bill (S. 411) entitled ‘For the relief of Mrs. Hattie Traux’ 
now pending in the Senate, together with all accompanying papers, is hereby 
referred to the Court of Claims; and the court shall proceed with the same in 
accordance with the provisions of sections 1492 and 2509 of title 28 of the United 
States Code and report to the Senate, at the earliest practicable date, giving such 
findings of fact and conclusions thereon as shall be sufficient to inform the Congress 
of the nature and character of the demand as a claim, legal or equitable, against 
the United States and the amount, if any, legally or equitably due from the 
United States to claimant,” 

S. 411, 8ist Congress, Ist Session, reads in part: 

‘Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Mrs. Hattie Truax, Cloverdale, Indiana, the sum of $5,000. The payment of 
such sum shall be in full settlement of all elaims against the United States of the 
said Mrs. Hattie Truax for the death of her husband, Ola Truax, on January 21, 
1944, who died as the result of burns sustained in a fire at the Evans Hall housing 
project, Evansville, Indiana, which was under the supervision and management 
of the National Housing Agency; * * *®’, 

2. After the reference of bill S. 411 to this court through Senate Resolution 268, 
the plaintiff filed a petition in this court in which, as a basis for recovery, negligence 
on the part of the defendant was alleged as follows: 

That the said Ola Truax lost his life as the direct and proximate result of 
the negligence of the defendant in knowingly permitting the use of an electric 
hot plate by one Leonard Vaughn, a tenant in a dormitory of the aforesaid 
housing project which burned, the use of such electric hot plate being pro- 
hibited by the rules and regulations of said housing project, which rules 
and regulations said defendant negligently failed to enforce, although the use 
of said hot plate was known to defendant through its employees and manager; 
that said defendant was also negligent in knowingly permitting the installa- 
tion and operation of improper heavier electric fuses which would not blow 
out as quickly as proper lighter fuses when the electric wiring system in said 
dormitory was overloaded; that said defendant was further negligent in fail- 
ing to provide a proper and adequate number of fire extinguishers properly 
placed in the dormitory which burned; that as the direct and proximate result 

-of the negligence of said defendant the said Ola Truax lost his life. 

3. The Evans Hall housing project was constructed by the War Department at 

or about the beginning of World War II for use by civilian war workers. In 
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February 1942 this project along with various others was transferred to the 
National Housing Agency which was operating it on January 21, 1944, when the 
fire in question occurred. The project included various dormitories, of which 
dormitory No. 9 in which the fire occurred was one. Dormitory No. 9 was a 
standard type dormitory which was built during that period. It was approxi- 
mately 100 feet in length and was two stories in height with a corridor extending 
its entire length through the center of each floor. On each side of the central 
corridor the space was partitioned off into separate rooms without cooking 
facilities. 

Dormitory No. 9 had an entrance door on the first floor at each end of the build- 
ing and an entrance door in the middle on the first floor opposite a stairway leading 
to the second floor. It had an entrance door at each end of the building on the 
second floor leading to exterior stairways whch went from each of these entrances 
to the ground level. It was a frame building with drop-siding exterior (wood 
exterior with strips of wood overlapping one another), two by four studs, two by 
six joists, and ceiling rafters. The interior walls were lined throughout with 
pressed cane fibreboard, *4ths inch thick with the exception of the boiler room 
which was lined with a cement asbestos material known as Transite. 

4. Tenants, upon admission to the Evans Hall housing project, were required 
to sign a form known as ‘‘Revocable Use Permit to War Workers,’”’ which con- 
tained the following provisions: 

“The United States of America, hereinafter called the ‘Government’, does 
hereby grant to .. hereinafter called the ‘Occupant’, a 

(Name of Occupant) 
person engaged in national-defense activities, as defined in Public No. 849, 
76th Congress, approved October 14, 1940 (as amended), the revocable 
privilege to occupy the following described premises, located in the County 
of Vanderburgh, State of Indiana, subject to the covenants and conditions 
hereinafter contained, and to the terms and conditions on the back hereof: 
(room number of occupant) 

“Tt is understood and agreed that the revocable privilege hereby granted 
includes only the authority to use said premises for residential purposes of the 
Occupant, in accordance with such rules and regulations as may be pro- 
mulgated by the Government, and that it does not authorize the Occupant 
to alter or change in any manner the said premises, or remove any fixtures or 
equipment. 

“ * * - * * * 


TERMS AND CONDITIONS 


2. Responsibiiity.——Tenants shall be responsible for the proper care and 
use of items in their possession and of community facilities used by them. 
The tenant shall immediately report any loss or damage of fixtures and 
furnishings. No tenant shall attempt to make repairs of any kind. All 
replacements and repairs shall be made by the Management, and those 
resulting from carelessness or negligence shall be made at the tenants’ expense. 

+ * . * * * * 

“8. Liability.—The Management will not be responsible for lost or stolen 
personal property or for personal injury sustained on the project. 

“9. Fire Hazards.—Tenants shall permit nothing to be done on the project 
premises or bring or take anything thereon which will in any way increase 
the fire risk or in any way conflict with the rules and ordinances of the local 
fire department. 

* * * * * * * 

“17. Use of Electricity —Tenants shall not waste electricity. Electricity 
may be used by dormitory tenants for the operation of radios. Electricity 
may be used by trailer occupants for the operation of radios, percolators, 
toasters, and clocks, but written permission to use electricity for all other 
applianees (such as hand vacuum cleaners) not provided by the project 
must be obtained from the Manager. No appliance rated at more than 
500 Watts shall be used. 

“18. Other.—The Management reserves the right to make such other rules 
and regulations from time to time as it may deem needful and appropriate for 
the safety, care, and cleanliness of the premises and for securing the comfort 
and convenience of all tenants.” 
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Use permits of the character referred to above were signed by Ola Truax whose 
death occurred as a result of the fire in question, and by Leonard Vaughan, 
referred to in finding 8. 

5. House rules were prepared by the management of the housing project and 
copies of these rules were posted on the bulletin board located in dormitory No. 
9 as well as in a clearly visible place on the walls in each of the rooms in the 
dormitory. These rules were in substance a recapitulation of the terms and can- 
ditions of the revocable use permit described in finding 4, and included the 
following: 

“9, Liability.—The Management will not be responsible for lost or stolen 
personal property or for personal injury sustained on the project. 

‘10. Fire Hazards.—Tenants shall permit nothing to be done on the project 
premises or bring or take anything thereon which will in any way increase 
the fire risks or in any way conflict with the rules and ordinances of the local 
fire department. 

* * * + * * ** 

‘13. Use of Electricity —Tenants shall not waste electricity. Electricity 
may be used by dormitory tenants for the operation of radios.” 

Leonard Vaughan did not read or pay any attention to the use permit referred 
to in finding 4, or to the house rules referred to above. 

The defendant, through the National Housing Agency and its servants, was in 
full control of the project including the individual rooms of the dormitories. 

6. At the time of the fire in question on January 21, 1944, the housing project 
was operated under the supervision of a manager who had held that position 
since August 1943. Shortly after he became manager he prepared the house 
rules referred to in the preceding finding and caused them to be posted on the 
bulletin boards and in the various rooms of the buildings, including dormitory 
No. 9. In connection with his work as manager, he held regular staff meetings 
with the personnel which came under his supervision, including the maids of the 
several dormitories. At one of these meetings which was held about a week or ten 
days prior to the fire in question, the manager discussed, among other things, 
the fire hazards in these buildings, the location of the fire extinguishers, the system 
of reporting fires and what precautions were to be taken in case of fire. 

7. The rooms occupied by the tenants in dormitory No. 9 were swept and 
dusted daily and mopped on occasions as needed by the dormitory maid. While 
cleaning the dormitory rooms, the maids were instructed not to disturb the 
personal possessions of the tenants any more than was absolutely necessary and 
not to go into their personal baggage or dresser drawers. They were, however, 
instructed to report any violations of the house rules, including the use of hot plates 
by tenants. 

8. Ola Truax, the individual who lost his life in the fire in question, and Leonard 
Vaughan were tenants of the Evans Hall housing project occupying rooms in 
dormitory No. 9. Vaughan occupied a room in the southwest corner of the first 
floor and Truax occupied a room in the dormitory but the location of his room is 
now now known. 

9. On one occasion prior to January 21, 1944, the senior maid at the Evans 
Hall housing project reported to the’ manager that she thought she knew where 
there was at least one dormitory in which a tenant might be making coffee. The 
manager instructed her that it was part of her responsibility to follow up such 
matters, that the regulations of the project were posted, and if she had specific and 
positive information of violations it was her responsibility to follow up with notice 
to the tenant of the violation. No other information or suggestion that the rules 
were being violated by the use of hot plates was received by the manager prior to 
the fire on January 21, 1944. 

However, approximately three weeks before the fire, the senior maid found an 
electric hot plate on the dressing table in the room occupie d by Leonard Vaughan 
in dormitory No.9. She told Vaughan that it was against the regulations to have 
a hot plate in his room and instructed the maid who regularly cleaned the rooms 
on that floor in the dormitory to be on the lookout for a hot plate. Whatever 
report, if any, the senior maid made of this incident did not come to the attention 
of the manager. The maid who cleaned Vaughan’s room daily did not see a hot 
plate in his room until the morning of January 21, 1944, when she was cleaning his 
room a short time before the fire occurred. However, she did not have an oppor- 
tunity before the fire occurred to report this. 
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After the senior maid has warned Vaughan as to the use of the hot plate as set 
out above, she, on another occasion, suspected him of using it but, upon being 
questioned in regard to its use, Vaughan denied that he had been using a hot plate. 

A reasonable conclusion from the evidence is that Vaughan—at least from the 
occasion when the hot plate was first discovered in his room by the senior maid 
until the fire—had had the hot plate in the room but had usually kept it concealed 
from view. 

10. About noon on January 2: 1944, Vaughan plugged a hot plate into the 
electrical outlet in his room in dormitory No. 9 for the purpose of warming some 
coffee. In oe he placed a quart glass jar containing cold packed meat and 
grease near the burner. The jar had a cap thereon. At or shortly thereafter, 
he left the room, closed the door, and went to the bathroom which was located 
near the center of the building. Shortly after he left his room the jar of meat 
exploded, the grease therein ignited and started a fire in the room. A few minutes 
later Vaughan came out into the hall from the bathroom and saw the fire coming 
out under the door to his room. He rushed to the room, disconnected the hot 
plate and put it under the bed, and attempted to get water to put on the fire 
Vaughan was in the building fighting the fire for a pe ‘riod of from fifteen to twenty 
minutes before he was forced to leave because of the heat and smoke. Vaughan 
was assisted in his efforts to combat the fire in Vaughan’s room by the janitor, 
Ben Wood. Wood attempted to use a waste basket to put out the fire instead 
of the fire extinguisher which was very close by and in operating condition. Wood 
then became confused, gathered his own clothing from his room in dormitory No 
9 and fled from the premises. Wood was so frightened that he failed to return to 
the project until the following afternoon. There is a conflict in the testimony as 
to whether Wood was just entering the building, or whether he was inside the 
building at the time he first received notice of the fire, but it is a reasonable con- 
clusion that he knew of the existence of the fire about the same time that Vaughan 
discovered it. When Vaughan was unsuccessful in stopping the fire, he left the 
room and went out of the building. At or about the same time, the local fire 
department was called. When the fire department arrived, the fire had made 
considerable headway, due in part to the fact that a wind was blowing from the 
direction of Vaughan’s room to the opposite end of the building, and in part, to 
the fact that there was an unexplained delay in calling the local fire department. 
The fire was extinguished before all of the building was consumed. The body 
of Ola Truax was removed from the dormitory. 

11. Four fire extinguishers, each of the water type, with a capacity of about 
two and one-half gallons, were located in dormitory No. 9%—one at each of the 
exits on each floor at the ends of the building. These fire extinguishers had 
been placed in wall brackets, waist high, and were checked daily by project 
watchmen for water content. One of the fire extinguishers was located in the 
hall within four or five feet of the room occupied by Vaughan and it was found 
in its wall bracket and in operating condition after the fire had been extinguished. 
Neither Vaughan nor Wood, the janitor, undertook to make any use of this fire 
extinguisher. 

The adequacy or inadequacy of the fire extinguisher or the character of 
the electric fuses used, had no casual connection with the death of Truax. 

13. At the time of his death, Ola Truax was making an annual wage of $3,182. 

3efore and at the time of his death he was supporting his family. 

14. Ola Truax lost his life in the fire described above through no fault or 
negligence of his own. 

Plaintiff and defendant, by their respective attorneys, hereby stipulate and 
agree that the affidavits of the plaintiff, dated June 9, 1949, and October 19 
1949, shall constitute a part of the record in this case, 


AFFIDAVIT 
Srate oF INDIANA, 
County of Owen, ss: 

I, the undersigned, Hattie T. Graham, formerly Hattie Truax, of Gosport, 
Indiana, being duly sworn upon my oath, depose and say that in January 1944 I 
was married to Ola Truax, who was living with me in our home at that time and 
supporting me and our family. That during the year preceding my husband’s 
death in January 1944, his income-tax papers show that his income for 1943 was 
$3.182.01. 

That my said husband, Ola Truax, lost his life as the result of a fire in the 
Evans Hall Housing Project, Evansville, Indiana, which fire occurred on January 
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21, 1944, the same fire in which Orlin Wright and Charles Mills, respectively, the 
husbands of Maud Wright and Maxine Mills, lost their lives. 

This affidavit is made in support of my claim for compensation and damages 
from the United States Government as the result of the death of my former 
husband. I further depose and say that since my former husband's death, I have 
remarried and my married name now is Hattie Truax Graham. 

Dated this 9th day of June A. D, 1949, 

Harrie Truax GRraAHam., 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of June A. D. 1949. 


Harrietr JANE LUKENBILL, 
Notary Public. 
My commission expires September 9, 1951. 


AFFIDAVIT 
STATE OF INDIANA, 
County of Owen, ss: 


Hattie T. Graham of Gosport, Indiana, being first duly sworn on her oath dis- 
poses and says that in January 1945 [sic] she was married to and living with her 
husband, Ola Truax; that on January 21, 1945 [sic] Ola Truax died as the result 
of a fire in the Evans Hall Housing Project in Evansville, Indiana, and at the time 
of his death, Ola Truax was engaged in war work in one of the defense plants in 
and around Evansville, Indiana, and was living in a dormitory which burned on 
January 21, 1945 [sic] in said Evans Hall Housing Project. That at the time of 
the death of Ola Truax he was the father of five children, being four girls and one 
son, and at the time of his death one married daughter and her two babies were 
living with said Ola Truax, and his wife, Hattie Truax; that their only son was in 
the Armed Forces of the United States and was then in active duty in Europe; 
and that at the time of his death two daughters were making their home with Ola 
Truax and this deponent, and said two daughters were attending the public 
schools. That at the time of the death of Ola Truax, and for some time there- 
after, this Deponent, as his wife, was in desperate financial circumstance and was 
compelled to work in restaurants and do washings for the public in order to keep 
her family together and furnish them with a living. That she is still in debt as 
the result of the death of Ola Truax and is still endeavoring to make small pay- 
ments on such debts in order to eventually get them paid. That since the death 
of her husband, Ola Truax, this Deponent, has remarried, and her name is now 
Hattie Truax Graham; and she and her present husband are living together at 
this time; that at this time she is suffering from arthritis and hardening of the 
arteries, but is still compelled to do two washings a week in order to pay for 
medical attention which her physical condition requires. 

That this affidavit is made in connection with her claim for damages against the 
United States of America for the loss of her husband, Ola Truax, in the fire herein- 
above mentioned. 

Dated this 19th day of October A. D. 1949. 

Hattie T. Grawam, Deponent. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of October A. D. 1949. 


Hucn T. Hammonp, Notary Public. 
My commission expires May 22, 1950. 


CONCLUSION OF LAW 


Upon the foregoing findings of fact the court concludes that as a matter of law 
plaintiff would have had a just and legal claim against the United States if at the 
time the events occurred on January 21, 1944, the United States had been suable 
in an action for negligence sounding in tort. Consent for the Government to be 
sued in such cases was given in title IV of the Act of August 2, 1946, Federal Tort 
Claims Act, 60 Stat. 842, 843, 28 U.S. C. 1346 (b). The court further concludes 
that even if the above statute had been in effect on January 21, 1944, the plaintiff’s 
claim would have been barred by the Indiana statute of limitations at the expira- 
tion of two years from that day. Any payment, therefore, made by the authority 
of Congress upon plaintiff’s claim would be in the nature of a gratuity. 

Now, therefore, Ir 1s ORDERED this 3d day of April, 1951, that the motion for 
a decision be and the same is allowed, and the special findings of fact and con- 
clusion of law are directed to be transmitted as said decision to the Senate in 
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accordance with the act of March 3, 1911, 36 Stat. 1087, as amended by the act 
of June 25, 1948, 28 U.S. C. 1492, 2509. 

By the Court: 

MARVIN JONES, Chief Judge. 

A true copy: 

Test: 

[SEAL] Wittarp L. Hart, 

Clerk, United States Court of Claims. 

The committee notes that the Court of Claims has concluded, as a 
matter of law, that claimant would have had a just and legal claim 
against the United States if at the time the fire occurred on January 
21, 1944, the United States had been suable in an action for negligence 
sounding in tort. This conclusion was based on a finding that the 
United States is imputable with negligence in this matter, resulting 
from the negligence of its servants in failing to enforce certain safety 
regulations, and that such failure was the proximate cause of the death 
of claimant’s decedent. 

The Court of Claims further pointed out that even if the Federal 
Tort Claims Act had been in effect on January 21, 1944, the plaintiff’s 
claim would have been barred by the Indiana statute of limitations at 
the expiration of 2 years from that day. This technical bar was 
apparent at the time the Senate acted to refer this matter to the Court 
of Claims for the purpose of securing a judicial determination of the 
equities, if any, reposing in this claim. ‘The comprehensive report of 
the Court of Claims has, in fact, disclosed equities meriting relief for 
the claimant, and the committee therefore recommends favorable 
consideration of this bill, S. 1949. 

The Department of Justice, in its report on this bill, notes that the 
facts in this case are identical with those involved in the bill (H. R. 
4246) for the relief of Mrs. Maude M. Wright and Mrs. Maxine 
Roberts. The husbands of all three women lost their lives as a result 
of a fire in a federally owned and operated housing project. H. R. 
4246 was reported favorably by the committee on August 6, 1951, 
and subsequently approved by the President August 16, 1951 (Private 
Law 211). The report further states that the Department must 
accept the findings of the Court of Claims and therefore interposes 
no objections to the enactment of this bill. 

Attached hereto and made a part of this report is the letter from the 
Department of Justice to the Honorable Pat McCarran, chairman of 
the committee, dated September 6, 1951. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 6, 1951. 
Hon. Par McCarran, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: This is in response to your request for the views of the 
Department of Justice concerning the bill (S. 1949) for the relief of Hattie Truax 
Graham, formerly Hattie Truax. 

The bill would provide for payment of the sum of $5,000 to Hattie Truax 
Graham, of Cloverdale, Ind., in full settlement of all claims against the United 
States for the death of her former husband Ola Truax, on January 21, 1944, who 
died as the result of burns sustained in a fire at the Evans Hall housing project, 
Evansville, Ind., which was under the supervisioufand management of the National 
Housing Agency. The bill recites that the Court of Claims has found that the 
United States was negligent in failing to enforce its safety regulations and that 
such failure was the proximate cause of the death. 

The facts in this case are identical with those involved in the bill (H. R. 4246) 
for the relief of Mrs. Maude M. Wright and-Mrs. Maxine Roberts. The husbands 
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of all three women lost their lives as the result of a fire in a federally owned and 
operated housing project. In the Eightieth Congress bills for the relief of these 
women were referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of 28 United 
States Code 1492, 2509. That court found in each instance that the Government 
had been negligent in failing to enforce its safety regulations and that such failure 
was the proximate cause of the deaths. 

In reporting to vour committee on the bill (S. 1512) for the relief of Mrs. Maude 
M. Wright and Mrs. Maxine Roberts, the Department of Justice obtained a report 
on this matter from the Housing and Home Finance Ageney. Since the instant 
bill involves the same set of facts and circumstances, no report was obtained from 
the Housing and Home Finance Agency on it. That agency has informally ad- 
vised, however, that had it been requested to report on the instant bill its report 
would have been essentially the same as that which it submitted on S. 1512. 

The opinions of the Court of Claims in congressional reference cases are not. 
judgments or awards but are merely advisory in nature. Widmayer v. United 
States (42 Ct. Cls. 519). Aecordingly, as they are not judgments no appeal can 
be taken from them, It was the position of the Department of Justice in this 
proceeding that regardless of the technical relationship existing between the 
parties, the Government was not liable for the deaths of decedents and that the 
proximate cause of the deaths was the negligence and careless acts of a tenant of 
the project. The court, however, found that the relationship between the dece- 
dents and the Government more nearly resembled a lodginghouse keeper and lodger 
rather than landlord and tenant, and that in view of such relationship the Govern- 
ment had a duty to do those things which are reasonably necessary for the safety 
and protection of its guests. 

Under the circumstances, the Department must accept the findings of the court 
in the matter and accordingly, does not wish to interpose any objection to the 
enactment of the bill. 

The Director of the Bureau of the Budget has advised this office that there 
would be no objection to the submission of this report. 

Yours sincerely, 
PrytTon Forp, 
Deputy Attorney General, 


a 
/ 





